should be further distinguished from the policy question of whether the charters of international financial institutions should be amended to enable them to serve all the purposes of development. In other words, the question which must be asked is whether these institutions should be required to move beyond addressing freedom from poverty, into the realm of addressing all types of freedoms' .
reflect on the present and future role of international economic organizations in the promotion and protection of non-economic values and, consequently, on the possible evolution of their mandates. Indeed, the new concept of development, established at the international level, has led several international organizations working in this field to assess the operational implications of the relationship between economic growth and the values of other nature, often entailing an expansion of their functions and responsibilities.4 In this context, international economic organizations, of both a regional nature and a universal vocation, have gradually, in the implementation of their statutory objectives, devoted greater attention to the individual and space for the protection of non-economic values.
With regard to the World Bank (WB), in particular, such a phenomenon, quite in contrast to its original statutory mandate, is manifested not so much in terms of regulation as in the practice of the Organization, wherein a solution has been found for the apparent conflict.
Moreover, as we shall see, this new approach has resulted, within the WB, in a major institutional change: in fact, in 1993, the Inspection Panel was established, the first example of the constitution by an international economic organization of an organ in order to allow non-State actors to appeal against the international organization, permitting oversight of its conduct.
The Promotion and Protection of Human Rights by International Economic Organizations
The safeguard of human rights, on the one hand, and the promotion and protection of interests of a strictly economic nature, on the other, have long been considered incompatible. In a strictly legal sense, the issue considered is at the heart of the potentially conflicting relationship or, at least, of mutual 'indifference' , between two branches of international law: international economic law, aimed primarily at
